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LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS 
 
ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 8-6 OF THE CODE RELATING TO SPECIAL 
HURRICANE INSPECTIONS. 
  Commissioner Sally A. Heyman 

 
I. SUMMARY 
 
This ordinance amends Section 8-16 of the County Code, lowering the threshold to 
trigger special hurricane inspections from a hurricane warning to the issuance of a severe 
weather advisory, which is defined as a tropical storm warning, a hurricane watch, or a 
hurricane warning.   
 
II. PRESENT SITUATION 
 
Currently, according to Section 8-16 of the County Code, building inspectors and 
building officials certified in Miami-Dade County must do special hurricane inspections 
when the National Weather Service issues a hurricane watch for Miami-Dade County. 
These inspections of buildings are to ensure that materials that could become projectiles 
in hurricane-force winds (74 mph and above) are properly secured. Building officials and 
inspectors in the County’s 32 municipalities and unincorporated area also conduct 
follow-up inspections after hurricanes to assess damage. 
 
Most municipalities have in place already a standard process for building inspections in 
the event that a hurricane watch is issued.  There are currently 435 building officials and 
certified inspectors in Miami-Dade County.  Each municipality, including Miami-Dade 
County, has its own set of building officials and inspectors. 
 

 

 

Watches and Warnings Affecting                  
Miami-Dade County 

  

Tropical 
Storm 
Watch 

Tropical 
Storm 

Warning 

Hurricane 
Watch 

Hurricane 
Warning 

Year 2004       
Charley  X       
Frances     X X 
Jeanne     X X 
Total 1   2 2 
          
Year 2005       
Dennis     X X 
Katrina     X X 
Rita   X X X 
Wima     X X 
Total   1 4 4 

Information provided by staff of National Weather Service 
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III. POLICY CHANGE AND IMPLICATION 
 
This amendment to the Code would make the issuance of a severe weather advisory the 
trigger for special hurricane inspections.  This amendment defines a severe weather 
advisory as a tropical storm warning, a hurricane watch, or a hurricane warning.  This 
amendment also expands the scope of these special inspections to include the inspection 
of projects under construction. 
 
According to the office of Building Code Compliance, this amendment to the Code 
would not place an additional strain on staffing and budget, as it only changes the time 
frame of beginning special hurricane inspections. 
 
IV. ECONOMIC IMPACT 
 
There is no economic impact associated with this item.  
 
V. COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS 
 
None. 
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LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS 
 
ORDINANCE RELATING TO ELECTION CAMPAIGN FINANCING TRUST FUND; 
AMENDING SECTION 12-22 OF THE CODE OF MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA, 
RELATING TO DEFINITIONS, ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS, DISTRIBUTION OF 
FUNDS, TRIGGER REPORTING, USE OF FUNDS, EXPENDITURE CEILINGS, 
ENFORCEMENT AND PENALTIES; PROVIDING SEVERABILITY, INCLUSION IN 
THE CODE, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE  

Community Outreach, Safety and Healthcare Administration Committee 
 

I. SUMMARY 
 
This Ordinance amends Section 12-22 of the Miami-Dade County Code relating to the 
voter-approved Election Campaign Financing Trust Fund. 
 
II. PRESENT SITUATION 
 
The Election Campaign Financing Trust Fund (“Fund”) was approved by voters on 
November 7, 2000, as an effort to take special interest out of the election process and 
allow more people to run for office by giving eligible candidates public funds to assist 
them in their campaigns for County Mayor and County Commissioner. 
 
In light of the recent media attention focused on questionable abuse of the Fund (see 
attachments), the Board of County Commissioners has introduced numerous versions of 
legislation modifying the Fund.  This Ordinance is the product of several workshop 
meetings held in order to compose a comprehensive item that incorporates many of the 
previous versions. 
  
III. POLICY CHANGE AND IMPLICATION 
 
The Ordinance offers the following modifications to the code: 
• Amending the deadline for applying for public finances; 
• Candidates for the Board of County Commissioners shall need 300 separate 

contributions from qualifying contributors between $100.00 and $500.00 totaling at 
least $30,000.00;  

o Prior code required 200 separate contributions between $15.00 and 
$250.00 totaling at least $15,000.00. 

• Candidates for Mayor shall need 1,500 separate contributions from qualifying 
contributors between $100.00 and $500.00;  

o Prior code required 1000 separate contributions between $15.00 and 
$250.00. 

• A “qualifying contributor” is a Miami-Dade County registered voter residing in the 
Commission district which the candidate is seeking to represent or a bank, 
corporation or unincorporated association with a place of business in the district; 
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• Each individual contributor shall fill out a contributor’s statement on forms provided 

by the Supervisor of Elections containing full name, date of birth and voter 
registration number; 

• Corporate contributors shall include the name of the business entity, the place of 
business and full name and title of the person executing the business check; 

• Money Orders are no longer allowed as form of payment for contributions; 
• BCC candidate’s maximum contributions is 360; 
• Mayoral candidate’s maximum contributions is 1,800; 
• In order to qualify for the public funds, the candidate and the campaign treasurer must 

attend a seminar conducted by the Ethics Commission regarding state and local 
campaign financing laws; 

• The Inspector General shall perform an independent investigation, submitted to the 
Supervisor of Elections, certifying the candidate’s eligibility to apply for funds; 

• All funds received by a candidate from the Fund shall be deposited into a sub-
account, with separate checks, in the candidate’s primary campaign depository as 
defined in §06.021, Florida Statutes. 

 
IV. ECONOMIC IMPACT 
 
None. 
 
V. COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS 
 
If enacted, this Ordinance would raise the threshold for candidates running for public 
office.  What effects would the policy changes have on the pool of candidates?  Are there 
additional impacts not considered? 
 
Items 2D and 2D Supplement, both on the November 9, 2005 COSHAC agenda, would 
impose a moratorium on the distribution of funds from the Election Campaign Financing 
Trust Fund until voters approve a specified ballot question asking voters whether they 
support the ordinance creating the Fund. 

o If Item 2D is adopted, the moratorium would end when the electorate 
approves a ballot question determining support for the ordinance creating 
the Fund and there are costs associated with any election. 

o There is no cost to impose a moratorium; therefore, Item 2D does not have 
a fiscal impact on Miami Dade County.   
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LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS 
 
ORDINANCE RELATING TO MAIL BALLOT ELECTIONS; PROVIDING 
SEVERABILITY, INCLUSION IN THE CODE, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE 

 County Attorney  
 
I. SUMMARY 
 
The proposed Ordinance clarifies the method and modifies the procedure for conducting 
elections for incorporation, annexation, or special taxing districts.  
 
II. PRESENT SITUATION 
 
Although the Code does not state that the only form of conducting an election for 
incorporation, annexation or special taxing districts is by mail ballots, it may be 
interpreted that mail ballot elections are the sole method.   
 
Currently, §12-13 of the Code states that mail ballot elections must be received by the 
Supervisor of Elections by 5pm, on the day of election.  Annexations and special taxing 
districts tend to be conducted by mail ballots whereas incorporations tend to be at 
precincts with absentee ballots mailed out.  

 
III. POLICY CHANGE AND IMPLICATIONS 
 
This Ordinance would clarify the policy of conducting elections for annexation, 
incorporation, or special taxing districts by including language specifying that touch 
screens, optical scanning devices, or any other voting procedures authorized by law can 
also be utilized along with mail ballots to conduct such elections. 
 
This Ordinance also modifies the mail ballot procedures by allowing for mail ballots to 
be received by the Supervisor of Elections by 7pm on the day of election. 
 
IV. ECONOMIC IMPACT 
 
According to staff, the recent costs of incorporation and annexation elections have ranged 
between $5,000 and $40,000 depending on the method. 
 
The expense incurred for mail ballot elections is limited to the cost of printing and 
postage multiplied by the number of registered voters; therefore, they tend to be minimal 
compared to touch screens which require the staffing and preparation of polling sites. 
   
V. COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS 
 
Attached are invoices from recent elections.  Please note that Miami Gardens tends to be 
higher due to the larger number of registered voters.   
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